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This matter came on for hearing before the Oil and Gas Board 
of Review on September 22, 1981, at Fountain Square Building E, 
Columbus, Ohio, pursuant to a Notice of Appeal filed July 22, 1981, 
by Appellants appealing from Adjudication Order No. 299, issued by 
Appellee on June 29, 1981. The case was submitted on certain 
stipulations agreed to by the Parties and testimony presented to 
the Board. 
I. Background 
Adjudication Order No. 299 is an order requiring Beasley-
Sharp,Inc. ("Sharp") to plug and abandon or put into production 
the No.5 Clarence Beachem well in Clayton Township, Pe.rry County, 
Ohio. The order was issued pursuant to Section 1509.12 of the Ohio 
Revised Code. 
II. Findings of Fact 
The Board finds that: 
1. There was a plug back permit (Permit No. 221 PB) issued 
by the Division of Oil and Gas on April 16, 1976, to Beasley-Sharp, 
Inc. authorizing it to plug back the Clarence Beachem No.5 well. 
2. The Clarence Beachem No. 5 well was plugged back and has 
been equipped with tubing, pump, rods, well head and lines. 
3. The lines from the Clarence Beachem No. 5 well are run to 
the adjacent property owned by George W. Sharp, owner of Beasley-
Sharp, Inc., on which is a yard used by Mr. Sharp in his brine 
business. 
4. Mr. Sharp has been in the brine sales business for 16 
years. 
5. Mr. Sharp converted the Beachem No.5 well to be used as 
backup brine supply well. 
6. Since it has been plugged back, the Beachem No. 5 well 
has not produced any oil, gas or brine. 
7. To place the Beachem No.5 in production, a pump jack 
would have to be skidded into position over the well. 
III. The Issue 
1. Is the Beachem No.5 being used lawfully for a purpose 
other than the production of oil or gas? 
2. Does the plug back permit constitute written permission 
granted by the Chief excepting this well from a requirement that it 
produce? 
IV. Decision 
After a review of the evidence this Board finds that the 
Beachem No. 5 is being used by Sharp as a stand-by brine production 
well in its brine business. The Board further finds that such a 
use, under the particular facts of this case, is one which is 
lawful and therefore the Beachem No. 5 is being lawfully used for 
purpose other than production of oil or gas, pursuant to Section 
1509.12 of the Ohio Revised Code. The Board's decision in this 
matter is confined to the facts of this case and is not meant 
to constitute a precedent for such a finding as to other brine 
wells. 
CONCLUSION 
Based upon the findings of fact set forth herein and the 
applicable law the Board finds that Adjudication Order No. 299 is 
unreasonable and unlawful; and 
ORDERS, that Adjudication Order No. 299 be and it hereby is 
REVERSED. 
This Order effective this '3~ day of .:?:::;I" 1982. 
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